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Abstract

In this study, 303 students from a high school in Wanzhou District of Chongqing were investigated
through questionnaires and semi-structured interviews, and the following three questions were
mainly studied: 1) What are the common English grammar learning strategies used by high school
students? 2) Do high school students’ English grammar learning strategies vary based on individual
differences? 3) What is the relationship between English grammar learning strategies and high
school students’ English writing proficiency? The research results are as follows: 1) From the per-
spective of usage status, overall, the frequency of high school students using English grammar learn-
ing strategies is at a moderate level. In terms of each dimension, communicative strategy > cognitive
strategy > metacognitive strategy > affective strategy. 2) From the perspective of individual differ-
ences, there are no significant differences in gender in the use of English grammar learning strate-
gies among high school students; The frequency of using strategies among students of different
grades will gradually increase with the rise of grade, and students in the third grade of senior high
school are better at using English grammar learning strategies than those in the first and second;
The frequency of using English grammar learning strategies among high school students with dif-
ferentlevels of English proficiency will significantly increase with the improvement of their English
proficiency. Students in the high English proficiency group are better at using English grammar
learning strategies than those in the middle and low English proficiency groups. 3) There is a signif-
icant positive correlation between high school students’ English grammar learning strategies and
their English writing proficiency. The higher the frequency of students using English grammar learn-
ing strategies, the better their writing performance. Therefore, this study proposes corresponding
teaching and learning suggestions from both teachers and students.
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B SR IR AR[27]. BEITE 100 &, 08 100 73. AR SGHEACERSE OPT AL, R&%
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Table 1. Descriptive statistics on the use of English grammar learning strategies by high school students

* 1. SPEEIREF I RBNERBRER ST

Y FEA R R/ME RKME FIME PRt 22 HH A
TCINHIH 295 1.429 4.857 3.089 0.690 3.143
NapHS 295 1.000 5.000 3.164 0.801 3.083

1 IR SR 295 1.000 5.000 2.890 0.987 3.000

SRR AW 295 1.000 5.000 3.293 0.883 3.333

A ) RN AR 295 1.081 4.973 3.138 0.759 3.098
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B A2 s SRS A P A0 A DU AR I ST SR P O AR, R AERINGE I (R T8 3210 BB IESE
T3 ORIUE TEE . ARSI IR IR, S ARAE “IAgh . JEE. 2R SR L7 B
Mo TCNENSRESIEAR T ATP 2, RASAEFTIRI WA PR IRM AT 15 SRR R ik, H
PRUEZ RN, WA A CRRERT . BB TS, AENEER R K.

4.2. SPEIBERF IRBENR, F5. RBEKEFANERY

4.2.1. SPERFEEFIEBNERESN ENER
N P S A SRR S SRS O R A R E R, RO REAR ¢ RIS T . &5
WREE 2,

Table 2. Gender differences in the use of English grammar learning strategies by high school students

%2 BRERERAY IERERNMIER

¢ A 73 B 4
PERICPME + FRiE2)

H(n=155) 4 (n = 140) ' g

TCINHIHE S 3.07+0.71 3.11+0.67 -0.571 0.569
TSR 5 W 3.13+£0.83 3.20+0.77 -0.743 0.458

17 IR SR 2.85+ 1.04 2.94+0.93 -0.828 0.409

AT BRI 3.28 +0.87 3.31£0.90 -0.267 0.789
BV ) HREE (HEAE) 3.11+0.79 3.17+0.72 -0.718 0.473

*p<0.05," p<0.01," p<0.001.

MSTREAR SRR, 5 WA PR A ST SR AE L EY B R Z (A p > 0.05). BLURRIEREL
VFREMS MR IX —HILR: H—, HEMEN 2. BoEEMRNEEER P, TR sas 8y
T3k S I B IR R A B, XA — BRI O PR RE A AR AR AT IR 2 S SR ik S iE
MEET—8%. K=, XE5HRHEER. FIREERRERT, AT M & EE S 5 > Sun
PR R AT RE IS, 0 R O 2 2R 0 5 2 S SR I T IR R AR, b 3 B0 L A AR 1
A SRS R 2B BB 2

BIR BRI R 2 (A E SIS ] EAMA A B 225, (EMNEUE &, /AL Hems b i 5 (e 4L
W T AR, JUHRAENE BRI M A HE0E b o X S i AT RE Lo AR AR 1 IR 1A R AR 21 TT iR (I
HG) LA S, HXFEA I R 2 5.

4.2.2. EPERFEEF IRBNEREER LHER

IIHTERARY], S I A PR Y B R ORI B SR T, JCH R RIS AN TG I SRS i T
R LB R, Hom =R RAE A 4 LA T Bemi kP (5 3).

MEEAEERTTIRE , AED NFPARUR R 2R SF R M B, R R B LE, 2 P
BRI AR 0. I R A R B R B A R T e A S . FLR, AR
FAE N EFNESARNAA  m= AR e T, WEHHLRE SR, AT e B s 2 R Sk 52
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MRM L E g 2P BERR A, @B RS BENRIEE RGNS 5IEH, BrTRe R
et P B SR 8 A TR 5 S SRS 5 U5 T E AT AR ) RN

Table 3. Grade differences in the use of English grammar learning strategies by high school students

® 3. BPEREEEF IRBRERNERER

Ti FEEG T A R
ERCFME £ HEE)
B (n=103) B (n=99) F=(n=93) g P

TCIAF SR NG 2.65£0.65 3.08 £ 0.40 3.59+0.64 66.197 0.000"**
INHIH S 2.55+0.65 3.18 +£0.41 3.83+0.73 107.633 0.000™

15 IR 2.34+0.99 2.80+0.72 3.59+0.80 53.472 0.000***

SR AW 2.76 £0.79 330+ 0.61 3.87+0.87 52.102 0.000™*
TEVE S 2 g CREAR) 2.57 £0.64 3.14+0.38 3.77+0.69 103.094 0.000™*

*p<0.05" p<0.01,"" p<0.001.

4.2.3. BRERBEEFIRRNVERERITKELNER
N TAET 734, £E CEFR EEril I F B /)0 R R FEAL L, K A2~B1 BOMRM4L, B2 Byt
End, ClLNEDH. &4 NEERBERINBGIHE R 5).
Table 4. Statistics of English proficiency of high school students
= 4. SPERIEKFELI
Eg A2 Bl B2 Cl
NHL 19 70 127 79

Table 5. Differences in English proficiency among high school students using different English grammar learning strategies

5. BREREREF IRBERNZEKTER
JrE A
FEEACFCHME + bREE)

%53 2H.(n = 89) RS Hn=127) Ear(n=79) d g
TCINHIH S 2.55+0.65 3.13+0.36 3.63 £ 0.69 80.078 0.000"**
PSR 5 s 2.46 +0.66 3.23+0.38 3.84+0.81 109.414 0.000"**
1 IR 2.19+0.97 2.86 + 0.61 3.73 +0.85 77.476 0.000"™
BN S 2.64+0.78 3.38£0.52 3.89+0.98 59.843 0.000***
VB S ) EE 2.47+0.64 3.20+0.33 3.80£0.76 113.519 0.000™

*p<0.05," p<0.01, " p<0.001.

WA RN, BEE SR ACT R IRKT E RS i, B IETLSE ) g ) 2ih 63
o SRMEAE B A 2 I S AT SR T 2 T 5
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M, MiX5 Pawlak [18]5 MBI FEE RIFA—2. B 1 BT TR K2 70T REIE BUEE I 8k, B FTxT
RAE R b B L IARA 22 57 VR R IR IR o AT K2R, R AR AR IR A &R 5 T R RE ) 1 AE
Kz, ALY SRS R 518 S KO Z R RE N B R 2% . [z, KA MIETERE
TR R, HOKCPRIUFT BESZ BIMARE BT . A ARIME S 2 R, Behh, mKP a3
FEAE B2 D) SR I F R B35 UG, R 2 R I SO ) SR S P e 1k, T RS D 22 6 5 S 2 Y AR
HARRE ) ARSI XA R  BTIYISRIGS SCtH R AR S B (WA AR AR AR T i S
B L VR B 2 1 SR A ) 2 DR A S ) B R A RV R, BETI (R A A SR R S vh Bl RRESEER T R
Mg, SRR, Rk R R & R O BT RE ), RENS A R B AR S AR P AR AR
JENEEE, HERpAGE HARMA 2 S BIHLKF o 3K A0 BUIR S R AR E VE AN B T80 PR 175 25 0 51 3 U 56
WEPRAT B, SEREON S S 2 A AR O D) SO SR AL S S D B ST AR, BRI SRS ] -
BRAUR A - DB BRAL - HEIRAL” MIEh AR FE R4

43. BEEEF IR ETPEREBESIEKEZENVEX TS

TERR L i R AR T 2 2] SRS 5 Dl B AR /K AR R o3 b 1, K PR AL — 2R 2T % 22 AR S AR BP9y
BT HFAEDHTEE 6).

Table 6. Correlation between two scores in English writing

6. FIEBHEMRITSHEXM

Pearson A<
T4 fE bRtz HiE1 512
(@ 16.278 3.582 1
G4 2 16.641 3.489 0.807" 1

*p<0.05" p<0.01,"" p<0.001.

Pearson A<M 45 SR W, 1(293) = 0.807, p <0.001, 95% CI[0.753, 0.864], WifriFsr#9T4r B
ArEE—8, RAWKSIERSEREIEMS, BT LGRS T R — B0 GE 7).

Table 7. Correlation between English grammar learning strategies and English writing proficiency

® 7. TIEEEF I RBSES K FRIEXN

Pearson H2%
FME PRt 2 EERANH TEVA > g
B RATHL 16.459 3.360 1
TEVE S 5] HRE AR 3.138 0.76 0.777"* 1

*p<0.05," p<0.01, " p<0.001.
BB, — 2R ZUM PRI G BUCT 1 5y, 19 A BRI TOE S50 80 HHT 0. B &5,

PR TEVL S SR 5 IR B R 8E KRR, IRTGORTEEY SRR R MR, 2iEE
PERIBAL (R 8).
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Table 8. Correlation between the various dimensions of English grammar learning strategies and English writing proficiency

8. RIBEEF IR ZYEESRBEEMEKTRIEX M

Pearson AH3%
P i BAERZE JUNVEISERE  AEISERE  RERERE STPROENg
EERE I 16.459 3.360 1
TCIN A 3.089 0.690 0.740*** 1
IR NE 3.164 0.801 0.790"" 0.868"** 1
1 IR SR 2.890 0.987 0.633"™" 0.702*** 0.793*** 1
gl 3.293 0.883 0.668""" 0.709"™ 0.811™  0.666™" 1

*p<0.05,* p<0.01," p<0.001.

MRS YERER, VUSRIEILSE ST SR, 6 SRS U Bk, S PR aems T B A o A
NSNS 5 SETE B AR KT A SRR AR O, HUOR TTIA RIS, A B A RS R SRS FXAH G A B 95 84T
2.

BT ARSI 224, FTREXTEIR A ST ISR B, EEI0 . R SR 2R AN N AT SE A2,
55 SEBEERIR IR FE AL, BETTRELE S A B vEm L AT 235 B A4S, RS 1R FEAR
AR . 103 T a8 T RIS i) 22 A4 B SRR B T S e e 0 5 AR A L R 0L B o 1 S s 12
MRIRE S . SR BOAT RE 2 M ™E RN, SEEREh i@ g 5iE s, S
VRIR I e 2 4EFE HIEIRA IR B 1. TH40 1 B X SRR R B2 . AESIR BRI — 5 5150
FNAAT RS IS, Rt 4R 1 3 10 22 S0 3 e B S ol U AR A i, A AT TEE ) T2 S
PErp 2l ARG M (B IE R B A5 XA O AT RE 2 LA SR RIFTHE 5271 .
URAh, S SR B N A Al I BT R T B YRR ) 5 [ A V(U0 S SR S 1 T I TR VR B
W), RENS RO E LA E X o RRADME S ST DU EE VAR 2 b, B IE A &
WHEAIESE 1 2 2] A S 0, BLEE— B30T TR S AR
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